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This is the case involving the murder of Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Set forth hereunder is the current status of prosecutive action relative 
to the subject, James Earl Ray who is serving a 99 year sentence for 
murder in the Tennessee State Penitentiary, Nashville, Tennessee. 



STATUS OF STATE PROSECUTION: 



O^J 



On January 8, 1970, the Tennessee State Supreme Court denied 
a petition by James Earl Ray for a new trial. In handing down the unanimous ’ 
(four judges sitting) decision, the court noted that Ray had knowingly pleaded . 
guilty in State Criminal Court to the slaying of King, that he had been 
represented by competent counsel and had waived all rights of aDDeal in 
entering his plea. ■ . 

SAC, Memphis has advised that on January 12, 1970, & 

Jesse Clyde Mason, Assistant State Attorney General, Shelby County, 

Memphis, Tennessee, advised that the only other appeal recourse that 
James Earl Ray has in connection with his conviction in the murder oft£C*21 
Martin Luther King, Jr. , is to file a motion under the Tennessee "Post- 
Conviction Relief Act." He stated that attorneys for Ray hrVo not filed 
such a motion to date; however, he anticipates that such a uotiuji yill be-l eCr\ 
filed within the next thirty days. He asserted that there is ntf tfc3*££.‘ Iklsfk* 
limitation for such a motion to be filed in Ray f s behalf; however, the 
longer that Ray waits to file such a motion hinders his chances of'fihvlf^ 28 m 
a successful opinion rendered in his behalf. If such a motion is fifed and 
is declined at the Shelby County Circuit Court level, Ray does have recourse 
through the Appellate Court and St&e Supreme Court on this particular 
Jssue. 

Mason stated that if Ray is unsuccessful in obtaining a new J j /. 
(trial under the Tennessee "Post Conviction Relief Act,” he then has ] l * * 
recourse through the Federal courts by a habeas corpus action claiming 
that his constitutional rights have been violated in that his plea of guilty .» 
to the murder charge was not given voluntarily. * 

EJM:cs (8) .. \l ^ CONTINUED - OVER V , V ,.v J v 

(SEE ADDENDUM ON PAGE 3, ) *- ‘ ' ' 
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STATUS OF FEDERAL PROSECUTION: 



Federal process is still outstanding on Ray charging that he 
and an individual who he alleged to be his brother conspired to interfere 
With a constitutional right of Martin Luther King, Jr. namelv the 
right to travel freely from state to state. 



RELEASE OF INFORMATION : 

It is noted that consideration was previously given to the 
release of information regarding the Bureau’s outstanding handling of this 
investigation. Ray currently still has possible avenues of appeals in 
state courts and^through the Federal courts and Federal process is still 
outstanding on the conspiracy charge which the Department previously 
declined to have dismissed even though it is within their province to do 
so. Investigation has indicated that Ray acted alone and no evidence 
of a conspiracy has been developed and, therefore, the Department is 
not in a position to proceed on the conspiracy charge. However, inasmuch 
as he never was tried by a jury and has not exhausted the possibility 
of an appeal in State court and as Federal process is still outstanding, it 
is felt that the releasing of any information of a possible evidentiary 
nature should be taken up with the Department prior to making any such 
release and assuming such a responsibility. 



ACTION: 



For information. Any further appellate action by Ray will be 
closely followed and you will be kept advised. 
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ADDENDUM BY C. D. DE LOACH, 1/15/70: 

1 agree thoroughly that the Department should be consulted 
P ? * any co °Peratxon being given by the FBI to anyone. However I 
believe that our chances for good public relations and solid credit in’this 
particular case are being gradually eroded away by those critTcs X^ 

h? n f!? nt1 ^ . harping about the wiretap on Martin Luther King as weU L 
h s (King's) criticisms against the FBI. Frankly, consider aWe aso^ts 
of this case are already within the public realm. This includes the 
Reader-* Digest article by JerryttLenr, as well L hoXds of tticles 

rnlsee ,i aP,J !‘. ared ln 0,6 press and Programs on radio and television. 
Consequently, there is not a great deal more that could be said in a b£*. 

a . . . Ray ^ an alw ays launch an appeal. He could actually do so 

ten to twenty years from now. Therefore, we are always faced with this 
prospect regardless of the circumstances: I bcd.eveZt a 'VeJon^ 
time has elapsed and the consideration should be given at this time to 

fC n on toi“' S DiBeSt request 0131 Jlm BiShop be aI1 °" ad write 

• « 

. . ^ Admittedly, Jim Bishop is somewhat pompous, however 

friendly and P erha P s the most thorough, exacting author 
m this particular category of books. As stated above, however we should 
get the views of th e Dep artme nt in writing before proceeding. * * '** 
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